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CSA 2009 Ongoing Safety - Child and Family Service Specialist
 Initial Response for Ongoing Assessments with New 

Child Abuse and Neglect Referrals   
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Chart 2

CSA 2009 Ongoing Safety - Child and Family Service Specialist Contact and 
Quality of Visits with Children   
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Chart 3

CSA 2009 Ongoing Safety - Child and Family Service Specialist 
Contact and Quality with Families  
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Chart 4

CSA 2009 Ongoing Safety Assessment Review  - Protec tive Action
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Chart 5

CSA 2009 Ongoing Safety Assessment Review - Safety Evaluations
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Chart 6
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Chart 7

CSA 2009 Ongoing Safety Assessment Review - Safety Plans
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Chart 8

CSA 2009 Ongoing Safety Assessment Review - Safety Plans
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Chart 9

CSA 2009 Ongoing Safety QA - Protective Capacity As sessment and 
Conditions for Return
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